hypodermic needle, which is the action described by the phrase. Another recent and very disagreeable example is the phrase 'Paki-bashing', which sounds like a game, but is actually describing fists going into the face of a Pakistani in the East End of London. So described, 'Pakibashing' is depicted as a game, which it is not, and as it was presented in a very irresponsible television programme recently. The phrase suggests something like a game in which we can all enjoyably engage.
To my mind there is nothing very odd about the fact that that television programme was followed by incidents of this kind which occurred in a part of London which had not previously experienced them. I imagine all of us can point to similar examples of direct emulation. Although it is not helpful to exaggerate this aspect, it exists as a phenomenon in certain cases, where a phrase, idea, or concept has been popularized by the mass media.
My third point is the danger of setting a fashion through mass media, especially setting a fashion for the age group which tends to congregate in groups or gangs, and to copy one another. There is a danger about being 'with-it' because that is the 'with-it' thing to do as a teenager, as presented by the mass media. Another danger is rather more subtle. I thought when William Rees-Mogg was describing television as a 'cool' mcdium that there is one aspect in which it is less cool, and that is the premium on immediacy, which means, for example, that if one was watching television news yesterday and today, and over the last few months, these are the days of the moon rockets, the day before yesterday was the day of the French avalanche, the day before that was the day of the Turkish earthquake, the months before that were the months of the Nigerian starvation, and so on. There is a danger of each event pushing out the other, resulting in a psychedelic muddle of sensational events in which the suffering goes on, but the presentation of the suffering is made a 24-hour or 36-hour phenomenon. I am still struck by the astonishing way in which the problems of Nigeria, which dominated the press and television for weeks, dropped like a stone in a pond out of the news, so that if you now wish to know what is currently happening, it is necessary to search very hard to find a column on page 7, which tells you about the starving babies about whom so much was written and said six weeks or two months ago.
I want to say one word about violence. One of the curious points is the extent to which physical courage, largely through the channel of American films, is presented as the highest virtue, so that the man who attacks violence himself needs to be violent. 'High Noon' was the best example of this. You may remember that the cowboy hero was a Quaker, or at least married to a Quaker wife, yet he finally discovered, despite his Quaker beliefs, that the only thing which would really work was to walk down the middle of a street confronting his enemy and seeing who would shoot first. Most adults know that moral courage is a much more rare and valuable attribute than physical courage, yet this comes over only rarely.
Finally, 1 should like to comment briefly on authority. William Rees-Mogg said that many parents feel that their children are growing up in a harder world than they did themselves, and followed by referring to the slump in the thirties. I think he was right to do so because, in a sense, the world is much easier than it used to be, as well as being very much harder. I tried to think about what it was which made it so very much more difficult. Increasingly, I think it is not so much that it is more difficult to be a child, but that it is extremely difficult to be a parent, or, for that matter, to be anybody with any kind of authority in our type of society. The mass media have, in a sense, ushered into this country something much closer to real democracy than has ever been the case before. Yet we have discovered, as a result, that real democracy has its drawbacks as well as its strengths. It questions all the elites, the elite of politicians, the elite of journalists and broadcasters, and, as you all know to your cost, increasingly the elite of the professions, doctors, psychologists, or the university professor, who would never have been attacked a generation ago as he is now. This, to my mind, is the most fascinating impact that the mass media have had. The man or perhaps even more the teenager-in-the-street, has been given the feeling that if he is not at least as good as the experts, he has as much right to question and criticize them as has the television interviewer. learning that violence is the norm, is virile, pays off, or does it refer to the learning of particular skills of how to act violently when the occasion arises? Is there a difference between the impact of violence as displayed in real life and shown in newsreels and documentaries, and that displayed in fictional programmes? This is a question for which we can attempt an answer, and one of my graduate students is trying to do just this, showing the same excerpts from films to children of different ages. She introduces the film to one group as excerpts from newsreels and to another as excerpts from fictional programmes. She is expecting the difference in impact to be small with a young age-group (10-11-year-olds), for whom the difference between reality and fiction may be less clear-cut than for an older age-group.
The question pos-d is one of threshold. How far is the constant display of violence on television producing a lowering of the threshold at which violence becomes acceptable to the young, or alternatively, to what extent does it reduce inhibitions against expressing violence?
Of course, a great deal of research can and should be done, far more than is the case today. We need to know about the relation in general between the perception, comprehension and emotional response to a programme and the extent to which this varies for different ages and ability levels. But far more important is the problem of the cumulative effect of many programmes, what I would call the drip effect of television; its capacity, through repetition of a message, to produce in the child's mind some image of how people behave to one another, of what makes the world tick. Television here adds an important ingredient, even if it does not create it.
If the question is put in this way, then it becomes clear that the more television programmes display violenceand it matters little whether the violence is shown by those offending against the law or those maintaining law and order (both seem to relish it or at least not to show much that they dislike behaving violently)the more does the young person learn from television that the world is a violent place and that problems tend to be resolved by violent means.
We know that children learn from everything around them, either through specific teaching or incidental learning, i.e. through observing how people behave. Children learn primarily from home, from school and peers. But they also learn from television, which provides them, through fictional programmes, newsreels and documentaries, with a view of how others act, feel, think and communicate with one another.
Television is a great leveller. It has brought to the child in a rural area much of what has previously been available only in large cities and, to the child little able to read, information and a wider perspective which reduces the gulf between him and his abler peer. In the study which my colleagues and I carried out over ten years ago, the broadening effect of television was clearly shown. The study was done at a time in which it was still possible to compare answers given by children who had television at home with those children from the same classroom, of the same intelligence and social background, who had no access to television. I give three instances. First, when asked to name well-paid jobs, those without television named a job in a shoe or boot factory (the main industry of Norwich) while tlhose with television named doctors, lawyers, &c; thus their perspective had broadened beyond their immediate experience.
Secondly, the survey was carried out at a time when there was only one channel, the BBC, which had an international children's newsreel. We asked the children to describe Frenchmen, Americans, Germans, Negroes and Jews, and scored their replies in terms of prejudiced answers, factual answers, and the particular stereotypes they used, whether prejudiced or not. It emerged that at the age of l Ithe children who had television were far less prejudiced than those without television, while at the age of 13 there was no difference. It appears that there is a critical moment at which impact is maximal, namely when children wish to inform themselves about the world around them without as yet having attitudes shaped by home or school.
Thirdly, we asked the children to describe the drawing rooms of an ordinary family and of a very rich family. We found in the case of the rich family that they drew on all the staging and design which was characteristic of the upper-middleclass homes they had seen on television, except that they piled in every piece of furniture imaginabledrinks cabinets, crystal chandeliers, and so on; while in the case of the ordinary family they drew on their own experience.
To generalize, it can be seen that where experience is lackingand in all children experience of the world outside is continuously lacking -2Section ofPediatrics children will draw on what is shown to them, provided it is shown frequently, so that a kind of slow drip effect occurs. All kinds of social learning seem to occur on the basis of this slow drip effect.
These implications are, I think, quite serious in terms of programmes of violence. It all depends on the frequency of these programmes, and on the alternatives' to resolution of conflict, to virility, to quick success, which are offered by the same medium. In America a survey (Schramm et al. 1961 ) showed that during the hours when children watched televisionand there may be ten channels to choose from -60 % of programmes are continuously of crime and violence. The child, therefore, has to make a positive decision not to watch them.
The situation is somewhat different in this country, yet a considerable amount of violence is shown. It does not matter whether there are 50 gunshots or 30 gunshots, or 20; what does matter is the frequency with which violence reappears in another guise, another situation. It is interesting that both popular channeis use for their trailers, even those shown before 8 o'clock, the most violent episodes. 'Dr Who' -a family programme on Saturday afternoonsshows (apparently because of the detachment which it is believed exists since the programme is science fiction) violent and nightmarish scenes of people being buried or killed, at times at which quite young children watch.
We know from children that there are many things which frighten themand I entirely agree with Miss Sims, that one cannot provide against the idiosyncratic fears of every child. We know that the more children can identify with a violent or threatening situation, the more will they be disturbed by it; and the more the camera focuses on the reactions of victims and bystanders, the more frightened child viewers become. Further, there is a more complex memory process operating when something triggers off children's fantasies so that they may for years remember a particular episode, harmless in itself, simply because it touched off something within them which had therefore become linked to a particular nightmare. We should also remember that children do not discuss these programmes with anyone. Of course, parents should discuss them, but they do not. Father continues to watch and the children go to bed, so that there is no interval between the final programme, which may have been fairly violent, and their going to sleep.
Let us look for a moment at the factors which determine whether or not a child behaves in a violent or anti-social way, and ask ourselves what role is played by the mass media. They are providing simply an expectation that violence will occur; that violence, particularly in the American programmes, is exercised as much by the law as by the criminal; and the mass media provide few models as glamorous as these particular ones. I believe that it is up to the television companies to be much more imaginative in thinking about alternative models, whether of moral courage, of solving a problem on an intellectual plane, or whatever it might be. There should Le more diversity in what is offered.
Television has now reached a stage where the responsibility of the television companies regarding the content of programmes has greatly changed. It has become infinitely more serious. It has been shown to be powerful, and to create or undo stereotypes ('Cathy Come Home', for example, was an excellent undoing of a stereotype). Programmes on skinheads, where groups of children are seen performing violent acts, are creating stereotypes in the public, and possibly in the judge and the school teacher. After all, we are using television as a source of informationwhy should we suddenly begin to disbelieve it? Thus the responsibility of the television companies is first of all to carry out, themselves, the kind of survey which was given in The Times of April 17 1970, and to do so periodically, perhaps monthly. It is no good having a television code to which individual producers subscribe without having an overall view of the drip effect which might occur through the repetition of programmes across the three channels.
Secondly, the television companies spend hardly any money on creative experiments on how to increase the positive impact of television, and how to do so outside the school situation.
Thirdly, all television companies should feel obliged at the end of the year to document with as much pride as, for example, a pharmaceutical company, what percentage of money has been devoted to research in all its varied aspects. One per cent of expenditure would not be too much. For example, the BBC has devoted an enormous amount of thought and creativity to the sex education programmes for primary school children, yet it does no real research on their impact. By 'real research' I mean more than watching children in classrooms; I refer to studies in depth of both shortand long-term impact on children.
The companies must also give more serious consideration to how they can produce experimental periods, rather in the way that the Arts Council is giving money for new experiments in the arts. It seems to me essential that the television companies should have slots which are known to be experimental, in which they do not feel obliged to defend everything they are doing, perhaps inviting groups of teachers and young workers with children and adolescents to make suggestions, or, alternatively, have a slot in which adolescents and teenagers themselves can produce programmes.
The mere existence of television in our society means that television changes both through what it describes and through what it ignores, so that nothing is unaffected by it. Mrs Williams gave a good example of the place which Biafra now occupies in the news. It would be impossible, of course, to continue to present all past disasters as well as current disasters.
Television makes its major impact between the ages of 8 and 12 or 13 (afterwards it has a low priority since it is in the home); what can be done to lessen its influence?
Our research showed that every time a child was offered the opportunity to go out and meet friends, or to go to a youth club, television was forsaken. Television is like a tap, turned on if there is nothing better to do. Very few children become deeply involved in television; in fact, we found that where children were so involved they were either very unhappy in their emotional relationships at home or school, or they were in a situation where there was no outlet for them. Exaggerated involvement in television is often a sign of maladjustment. There were 127 cases in all, including only those stenoses severe enough to present in the first month of life. They are compared with a series of 62 cases of duodenal atresia and stenosis seen between 1955 and 1964.
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Nature of the Lesion
The commonest type was a gap atresia with separation of the bowel ends (53 cases); junction by a cord was almost as common (43). Septal atresia was less common in jejuno-ileum (9 cases) and in only 10% were there widely separated multiple atresias which would complicate treatment., Macroscopic or microscopic evidence of origin in a late foetal accident was found in the majority (intercalated mass of twisted bowel, adherence to the umbilicus, meconium peritonitis, squames below atresia, &c.). Disordered reduction of the physiological umbilical hernia of fcetal life (Clogg 1904, Nixon 1955) seems likely to be a common cause, and meconium ileus or foetal intussusception less common. Such a late accident would be less likely to be associated with other abnormalities, which were present in only 15 %. However, cystic fibrosis, acting through its local meconium ileus component, was present in 10%.
The Operation
Clinical observations and experiments reported some time ago (Nixon 1955 (Nixon , 1960 suggested that malfunction after direct anastomosis was often due to inadequate propulsion by the enlarged proximal loop. Our survivals increased from onethird to over two-thirds when elective resection was carried out.
The mesentery of the unused distal bowel is short and it is important to take a tuck in the longer mesentery of the proximal bowel to avoid kinking at the exit from the anastomosis.
Risk grouping has been used for some time in the assessment of neonatal surgery (Waterston et al. 1962 ): Group A, weight more than 5-5 lb (2-5 kg), no other significant anomaly. Group B, weight 4-55 lb (1X8-2-5 kg), or other moderate anomaly. Group C, weight less than 4 lb, or other anomaly endangering life; or 4-55 lb plus moderate anomaly. In this series we have also used a 'treatment grouping' which is believed to be more useful than the usual division into jejunal and ileal. A special problem arises at the upper end where adequate resection of the enlarged bowel is impractical because it extends
